
Senate OKs change
in pesticide law
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' "WASHINGTON (AP)''—'The'Sen-"; jtable.|,i^«^? f 'V5v ;>' • *• ' ' ,f'
ate approved and sent President Rea- . Missing from the legislation was
gan onJVednesday the first major re-r./any provision dealing with the grow- ,
vision *jof , the "".nation's pesticide' ,ing problem of pesticide contamina-
control law in a decade, calling for'.*tlon of ground water.}" M •*'•' .-; j
speeded up,safety reviews of some ;;Tne

J?Cap<itoVHllliased U.S. Public
60_0 farm chemicals. -^ _j«». ijj^ • Intereit ̂ ^^ Group said m a re.
ilSenate ^I;Agriculture"4 Comrn^lttee1 Tport two weeks ago that 73 pesticides
Chairman Patrick Leahy,D-VL, told'"•were"'found, in", ground water In 34
a "news conference after Senate^ap-^''states, according to an Inspection of
proval on'a voice vote that the mea-^ EPA records. Jhe" agency said that
sure "gives lis a solid start on the long .fsomejjf the findings may have been
.walk toward pesticide reform.%'y%S» r false alarms buf that the basic range
jyHe and Sen'. Richard Lugar, R-Ind.,--!'-*w f̂ '̂T '̂i.^^srrS S !̂' ̂ "T^
a co-sponsor, acknowledged the mea-v £ '*' Groundwater.provides the basic
sure was silent on key "provisions ''drlnkingsupply for an estimated 113

— * t..-..L—_, __.^_._ •-. __ .^ i minion America'ns ,'and environmen-
'tal groups have been pushing for a

^provision to safeguard groundwater.
* a'The Senate Environment and Pub-

^.lic ^Works' 'Committee -considered
Jsuch'bill earlier this'year but It was

the version ap-

urged by'a'broad spectrum of envi-
ronmentalists. But the two lawmak-
ers called the bill the best thaf could
be achieved with only weeks remain-
ing before lawmakers go "home'for

^

-In its action, the Senate merely ap-,

-
--.The-legislation1

years of warnings from
tal groups. It would set a nine-year
Deadline for safety reviews that oth-; Jp'rovedjhe House-passed bill and sen
.eryise ;, would noj be completed i^n^lj^t pif^to.the^ppesldent's desfcBecausej,
Uie. year '2024,'iiccording to an'esti^Jo^theateenceVf a groundwater pro^l
mate -by the ^General Accounting jvjsionV'ejbvironmentalists'.were' only ;A
Office. ' -' » • i ;*-r' I ' ,r i >ii 4« 'fe- < lukewarm^towafd the legislation. '
^ , Pesticide manufacturers.would as-, i..££As passed,:the bill does not even
sume most of the financial burden of .-'^qualify'^oj,' a^bronze^medal," :said

'

}he .testing process through fees de-,'-* Rick Hind'.of the U.S. .Public Interest
signed to raise $160 million. »,&. J*ti*i * Research Group, "On a scale of one
V .M.t-̂ l'.t1!! '.:~ ".?:£i":l2 ''• to ten it deserves a three and isappro-

Jpriately dubbed.nFRA Lite."/»-Under .the three-year reauthoriza-.
tion of the 1947 Federal Insecticide, \
Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FI-^ "Tj'This gives Congress another .ez-

fcuse .to postpone important. Issues
' like groundwater, farm worker safe-
'Jy and food^safety,^he.added."' ^f

Chairman E.'VKlka" de la

FRA), the chemical companies that
manufacture pesticides also would
pay,for storage and disposal of the
.chemicals. The obligation currently
js'.that of the federal government A;
5 So-called Indemnity payments that. Jmeasure represented^the best com;)
have cost the EPA $20 million to buy' ;. promise oStainable as a divided Con- >
up'stocks of banned pesticides also .gress pushed toward adjournment In i
would be phased out under fhe bill, at"- 'perhaps three weeks.̂  -;|J,V,^»ST-Ja
least as they apply to manufacturers.'. >-<r. Five leading^members of the Sen-7
2iS^iied e^^seVnowe^r', ^T^ate A^tike>inmittee_circulat:;
^would receive indemnity payments
under the measure as would chemi-
cal companies that already are slated
to receive them as a result of action
already taken by the EPA;' , v ;''-,"
', .Concern over the pesticide issue
stems from research findings that
some pesticides cause cancer, birth
defects and other severe health prob- ,
lems. The chemicals a re -an out-
growth of World War II chemical
warfare research and are widely
used throughout U.S. agriculture. - -

Traces of pesticides are found in
many foods on the American dinner

ed 'a letter to lawmakers this week '•>
urging them to vote "for the measure ;
because it'represented the only real- '
istic way to get "simple but signifl- <
cant" action on the pesticide Issue in <
this Congress. *::- •£- . : •.• .1 -' ' ..,'• j
— Environmental is ts have been 1
pushing for changes In FIFRA since •.
1962 when naturalist Rachel Carson
sparked interest in the Issue with her .
bestselling "Silent Spring." Congress •
has acted several times since then ;
but little has been accomplished in '
the realm of reviewing pesticide safe- '
ty and only three such chemicals '
have been fully banned. •
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The Father Of Waters
,. . .. . • . . - • . . ji..:.•".« i •„ _ . . • _____ __ __ ___

Having Greenpeace and its research ship <
Beluga tied up near the Arch Is a matter of •'*

• vital interest to St Louisans. These energetic
visitors articulate concerns that we need to
adopt — concerns about our river.' St Louis'

^industry ^conjunction with'the detritus 2: million people can 'discharge''have caused
' the Father of Waters to becomf shockingly

- befouled and dangerously polluted? Bluntly ̂:2put^the 'mighty Mississippi ̂ has become' a *^Mvar^KiO • L-'vS>anJrrLi5-A*J»-^£kMi *»tL .
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FROM
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^PEOPLE

, 1UU01 nyy^MU iy *•«*»»»• j
*and to the Metropolitan
Sewer^District ,for^ac-'-,'.
'tions 'and programs ;tq~'

^ireverse flxe^flow^of filth.;
^•and chemical pollution -,
- that is poisoning our
,*great river.-.Getting in-,.,
cdustry".and bureaucrat- ^

™ ii-",lc agencies. to .act will. •
•t; take the massive jnvblyement; of "citizens ?

. bringing pressure onto those responsible for .—
!" continuing the dumping of wastes. iWitness :n
'/the remarks offered by .Monsanto spokes- :
"man Glynn A. Young in a.Sept 21 article; he ••. ^

' suggested that the focus was on "stunts and.- j
^on Greenpeace and not on solutions to envi-^ j
•"ronmental problems."jy^^/fi .ijiinfl^'^-a '

"•-̂ 1 hasten to call .attention Jo_the .basic ap-
•' peal Greenpeace, offers j-7~ Jo • get ^industry;

^^md agencies like MSD.simply to jobey. the^11 law and conform to federal clean water stan-;
,_dards. Ironically,'spokesman Young went on"
~to say that Monsanto planned "some kind of

,nprogram^,^n the future to^reduce its toxic
^effluents, which is exactlytwhat,St Louisans > -
,jand Greenpeace are asking for. And I sug-v^
ygest further that Monsanto be a little more

specific than just referring to "in the future.",,,<-
'Why not set dates like, say, stop pumping
•'toxic wastes by the end of 1988? If Monsanto _
•were challenged with developing and mar-
keting a profitable, new fertilizer, I'll bet it
; would meet deadlines. TBOW ^eA *.*.* tJ "<i t>ii:v

As one St Louisan, my message to Green-
peace is, "Thanks. We needed that"i;~t

"" *~ .is
Shrewsbury
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• ' I was shocked atnthe statement made in a .
\ Sept 21 article by' a 'Spokesman from Mon- J"'1
. santo about discharge^]lnto,'the Mississippi
• River. What I, understood Monsanto' to say is r!
that since others were dumping into an over- '
loaded treatment plant it is not Monsanto's
fault that chemicals are going into the river

, and that it has every right to dump its wastes
in the river and the public be damned. Call-

•• Ing Greenpeace a stunt was uncalled for; it is
• about time someone spoke up. I realize that
Monsanto is a large, respected pillar of in-
dustry, but does that give Monsanto a right to

^ hide behind (his Image and say, ."I'm not
' " > ae<D Jiv2 \i-. v , » ;
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